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as the House Appropriations Committee, will 
work to improve funding outcomes for coastal 
states under the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund. Per-capita, coastal states receive 
approximately forty cents on the dollar com-
pared to funding received by inland states. 
Rhode Island’s coastal economy generates 
more than $2 billion annually, and supports 
more than 41,000 jobs, while New England as 
a whole supports nearly a quarter of a million 
jobs through its coastal economy. As a result 
of geography, coastal states face a number of 
challenges which many inland states do not 
face, including beach erosion, migrating fish 
stocks which impact commercial fisheries, and 
vulnerability to tropical storms and other 
weather-related disasters. All of these chal-
lenges are further exacerbated by the effects 
of climate change. 

Congress needs to be able to support crit-
ical programs like the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund and also ensure that coastal 
communities are able to receive necessary 
funds to preserve their coastlines, protect wild-
life, and support workers who rely on jobs 
supported by ocean economies. I look forward 
to working with Chairman GRIJALVA to discuss 
ways in which we may be able to achieve this 
going forward. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I strongly sup-
port the bipartisan Great American Outdoors 
Act, which, among other things, would address 
the National Park Service’s (NPS) deferred 
maintenance backlog, a problem that dis-
proportionately affects the National Capital Re-
gion and, especially, the District of Columbia. 
Twenty percent of the District consists of park-
land, almost 90 percent of which is under the 
jurisdiction of NPS. 

National parks are some of America’s great-
est treasures, yet NPS, the agency that main-
tains our federal parks, has a $12 billion main-
tenance backlog. One-sixth of all projects in 
the backlog are in the National Capital Region, 
with $1.3 billion in D.C. itself. The National 
Mall and Memorial Parks have the highest 
number of deferred maintenance projects in 
the nation, with more than $840 million in 
needed repairs still outstanding, according to 
Pew Charitable Trusts. The most significant 
deferred maintenance projects involve refur-
bishing memorials and making necessary re-
pairs for supporting infrastructure. Although 
these parks are located in D.C., they are of 
national significance. The National Mall and 
Memorial Parks accommodate more than 36 
million visits each year and roughly 30,000 
people use their 15 softball fields, eight 
volleyball courts, two rugby fields and the 
Washington Monument grounds for sporting 
events nearly year-round. This heavy use has 
caused a $13 million repair backlog for the 
Mall grounds. 

In addition to the National Mall and Memo-
rial Parks, NPS owns most of D.C.’s neighbor-
hood parks, including 156 small green spaces 
and many circles, squares and fountains 
throughout D.C. Also included in the backlog 
are historic sites such as Ford’s Theatre, the 
FDR Memorial, East and West Potomac 
Parks, the Carter Barron Amphitheatre and the 
Belmont-Paul Women’s Equality National 
Monument. I support passage of the Great 
American Outdoors Act so that NPS can prop-
erly maintain all of our incredible national 
parks. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support 
Senate Amendment to H.R. 1957. The Great 

American Outdoors Act is landmark legislation 
that will clear the maintenance backlog at our 
National Parks, protect our country’s eco-
systems, and permanently fund the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund (LWCF). The per-
manent funding of the LWCF has been one of 
my longtime goals. When I was Chairman of 
the Natural Resources Committee, I intro-
duced the Conservation and Reinvestment Act 
(CARA) with my dear friend, the late Chairman 
John Dingell by my side. Today marks the cul-
mination of our work, and I am proud to have 
accomplished this with the help of John’s wife, 
Congresswoman DEBBIE DINGELL. My enthu-
siasm for permanent LWCF funding is as 
strong now as it was then. In recognition of 
this day, Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
the following op-ed that I authored in the Fair-
banks Daily News-Miner on July 4, 2000 in 
support of CARA. 

[From the Fairbanks (Alaska) Daily News- 
Miner, July 4, 2000] 

LEGISLATION BESTOWS LASTING ALASKA 
RETURNS 

(By Don Young) 
There’s been a lot of interesting specula-

tion about my legislation called the Con-
servation and Reinvestment Act. Numerous 
stories and editorials have been written 
about what this landmark bill would do and 
why I led the effort to pass such a major con-
servation package. 

Even News-Miner columnist Fred Pratt has 
devoted a significant amount of attention to 
CARA and my participation in this process. 
In his most recent column, he speculated 
that I wrote the bill to benefit Alaska Native 
corporations. This was a new and novel the-
ory, but unfortunately, not accurate. 

The truth is actually very simple—CARA 
is good for all Alaskans. 

In Alaska and throughout the nation, 
CARA will increase funding for federal and 
state conservation and recreation programs, 
urban parks, historic preservation, and wild-
life conservation. The bill also resolves a 
major inequity regarding the disposition of 
funds generated from Outer Continental 
Shelf activities. 

Currently, states receive 50 percent of the 
revenues for onshore oil production but 
nothing from the federal waters six miles 
and beyond a state’s coast. CARA corrects 
this problem by creating new programs that 
benefit coastal states with the OCS revenues, 
which have averaged between $4 to $5 billion 
annually. Under CARA, $2.8 billion of this 
funding will go toward important recreation, 
wildlife and conservation programs each 
year. 

In addition, CARA creates new private 
property protections which go beyond exist-
ing law. 

Alaska will receive about $2.5 billion dur-
ing the 15-year period included in CARA for 
these programs. Each year, Alaska would re-
ceive: $87 million for coastal conservation 
programs; $38.5 million for state and federal 
land conservation under the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund; $17.5 million for wildlife 
conservation; $9.8 million in PILT payments; 
$9 million for federal and Native land res-
toration; and about $1.5 million for historic 
preservation and endangered species pro-
grams. 

In previous years, the LWCF has helped 
fund several popular Alaska projects includ-
ing Alaskaland in Fairbanks, the Coastal 
Trail in Anchorage and Eagle Crest in Ju-
neau. The increased funding for the state 
programs under the LWCF will allow for 
local communities to determine how these 
funds are spent in their own communities 
based upon their local priorities, rather than 
federal dictates. 

Despite inaccurate claims by fringe groups 
like the American Land Rights Association, 
CARA also includes new private property 
protections that go beyond existing law. No 
new federal land can be acquired under 
CARA without the specific approval of Con-
gress. The federal government can only pur-
chase land from willing sellers—condemna-
tion is not allowed under CARA unless it is 
specifically approved by Congress. CARA 
also created new requirements to protect 
land owners who do not want to sell their 
land from new regulations. 

Additionally, the administration must 
seek to use land exchanges and conservation 
easements as alternatives to acquisition. 
These new protections were included to en-
hance private property rights in all 50 states. 

Despite the noisy opposition by some 
fringe groups, CARA is supported by thou-
sands of organizations and officials through-
out the nation. Last month, CARA was over-
whelmingly approved by the U.S. House by a 
315 to 102 vote with a majority of both Re-
publicans and Democrats voting for passage 
of the bill. CARA is supported by all 50 gov-
ernors, the U.S. Conference of Mayors and 
the National Association of Counties. CARA 
has also been endorsed by more than 4,500 or-
ganizations including numerous conserva-
tion, hunting, fishing, and recreation groups 
like the National Rifle Association, and 
other organizations like the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce and the National Association of 
Realtors. 

Alaskans know that over the past 27 years, 
I have lead the effort for the authorization of 
the trans-Alaska pipeline, oil development in 
Prudhoe Bay and the Coastal Plain, a strong 
mining industry, and numerous other eco-
nomic programs in every region of the state. 

During this same period, I have also au-
thored numerous important conservation 
bills including the reauthorization of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Act 
and a comprehensive improvement of Amer-
ica’s national wildlife refuge system. 

In addition, I have authored and supported 
dozens of bills to promote hunting, fishing 
and outdoor recreation in our state and the 
entire nation. 

Fred Pratt is correct. CARA and its ex-
panded conservation, wildlife and recreation 
programs is consistent with my 27-year con-
gressional record of working for Alaskans. 

Don Young has served as Alaska’s sole rep-
resentative in Congress since 1973. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 1053, 
the previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the motion offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GRIJALVA). 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3 of House Resolution 
965, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question will 
be postponed. 

f 

PERMISSION TO EXTEND DEBATE 
TIME ON H.R. 7573, REPLACING 
BUST OF ROGER BROOKE TANEY 
WITH BUST OF THURGOOD MAR-
SHALL 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that debate 
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under clause 1(c) of rule XV on a mo-
tion to suspend the rules relating to 
H.R. 7573 be extended to 1 hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REPLACING BUST OF ROGER 
BROOKE TANEY WITH BUST OF 
THURGOOD MARSHALL 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 7573) to direct the Architect 
of the Capitol to replace the bust of 
Roger Brooke Taney in the Old Su-
preme Court Chamber of the United 
States Capitol with a bust of Thurgood 
Marshall to be obtained by the Joint 
Committee on the Library and to re-
move certain statues from areas of the 
United States Capitol which are acces-
sible to the public, to remove all stat-
ues of individuals who voluntarily 
served the Confederate States of Amer-
ica from display in the United States 
Capitol, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 7573 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. REPLACEMENT OF BUST OF ROGER 

BROOKE TANEY WITH BUST OF 
THURGOOD MARSHALL. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) While sitting in the United States Cap-
itol, the Supreme Court issued the infamous 
Dred Scott v. Sandford decision on March 6, 
1857. Written by Chief Justice Roger Brooke 
Taney, whose bust sits inside the entrance to 
the Old Supreme Court Chamber in the 
United States Capitol, this opinion declared 
that African Americans were not citizens of 
the United States and could not sue in Fed-
eral courts. This decision further declared 
that Congress did not have the authority to 
prohibit slavery in the territories. 

(2) Chief Justice Roger Brooke Taney’s au-
thorship of Dred Scott v. Sandford, the effects 
of which would only be overturned years 
later by the ratification of the 13th, 14th, and 
15th Amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, renders a bust of his likeness 
unsuitable for the honor of display to the 
many visitors to the United States Capitol. 

(3) As Frederick Douglass said of this deci-
sion in May 1857, ‘‘This infamous decision of 
the Slaveholding wing of the Supreme Court 
maintains that slaves are within the con-
templation of the Constitution of the United 
States, property; that slaves are property in 
the same sense that horses, sheep, and swine 
are property; that the old doctrine that slav-
ery is a creature of local law is false; that 
the right of the slaveholder to his slave does 
not depend upon the local law, but is secured 
wherever the Constitution of the United 
States extends; that Congress has no right to 
prohibit slavery anywhere; that slavery may 
go in safety anywhere under the star-span-
gled banner; that colored persons of African 
descent have no rights that white men are 
bound to respect; that colored men of Afri-
can descent are not and cannot be citizens of 
the United States.’’. 

(4) While the removal of Chief Justice 
Roger Brooke Taney’s bust from the United 

States Capitol does not relieve the Congress 
of the historical wrongs it committed to pro-
tect the institution of slavery, it expresses 
Congress’s recognition of one of the most no-
torious wrongs to have ever taken place in 
one of its rooms, that of Chief Justice Roger 
Brooke Taney’s Dred Scott v. Sandford deci-
sion. 

(b) REMOVAL OF BUST OF ROGER BROOKE 
TANEY.—Not later than 45 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Joint Com-
mittee on the Library shall remove the bust 
of Roger Brooke Taney in the Old Supreme 
Court Chamber of the United States Capitol. 

(c) REPLACEMENT WITH BUST OF THURGOOD 
MARSHALL.— 

(1) OBTAINING BUST.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Joint Committee on the Library shall 
enter into an agreement to obtain a bust of 
Thurgood Marshall, under such terms and 
conditions as the Joint Committee considers 
appropriate consistent with applicable law. 

(2) PLACEMENT.—The Joint Committee on 
the Library shall place the bust obtained 
under paragraph (1) in the location in the 
Old Supreme Court Chamber of the United 
States Capitol where the bust of Roger 
Brooke Taney was located prior to removal 
by the Architect of the Capitol under sub-
section (b). 
SEC. 2. REMOVAL OF CERTAIN STATUES AND 

BUST. 
(a) REMOVAL.—Not later than 45 days after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Joint Committee on the Library shall re-
move the statue of Charles Brantley Aycock, 
the statue of John Caldwell Calhoun, the 
statue of James Paul Clarke, and the bust of 
John Cabell Breckinridge from any area of 
the United States Capitol which is accessible 
to the public. 

(b) STORAGE OF STATUES.—The Architect of 
the Capitol shall keep any statue and bust 
removed under subsection (a) in storage 
until the Architect and the State which pro-
vided the statue or bust arrange for the re-
turn of the statue or bust to the State. 
SEC. 3. REQUIREMENTS AND REMOVAL PROCE-

DURES FOR STATUES IN NATIONAL 
STATUARY HALL. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS.—Section 1814 of the Re-
vised Statutes (2 U.S.C. 2131) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘(other than persons who served as 
an officer or voluntarily with the Confed-
erate States of America or of the military 
forces or government of a State while the 
State was in rebellion against the United 
States)’’ after ‘‘military services’’. 

(b) STATUE REMOVAL PROCEDURES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) IDENTIFICATION BY ARCHITECT OF THE 

CAPITOL.—The Architect of the Capitol shall 
identify all statues on display in the United 
States Capitol that do not meet the require-
ments of section 1814 of the Revised Statutes 
(2 U.S.C. 2131), as amended by subsection (a); 
and 

(B) REMOVAL BY JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE 
LIBRARY.—The Joint Committee on the Li-
brary shall arrange for the removal of each 
statue identified by the Architect of the Cap-
itol under subparagraph (B) from the Capitol 
by not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(2) REMOVAL AND RETURN OF STATUES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(C), the Architect of the Capitol shall ar-
range to transfer and deliver any statue that 
is removed under this subsection to the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

(B) STORAGE OR DISPLAY OF STATUES.—The 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion shall follow the policies and procedures 
of the Smithsonian Institution, as in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this Act, regarding the storage and display 
of any statue transferred under subpara-
graph (A). 

(C) STATE REQUESTS.—A statue provided for 
display by a State that is removed under this 
subsection shall be returned to the State, 
and the ownership of the statue transferred 
to the State, if the State so requests and 
agrees to pay any costs related to the trans-
portation of the statue to the State. 

(3) REPLACEMENT OF STATUES.—A State 
that has a statue removed under this sub-
section shall be able to replace such statue 
in accordance with the requirements and 
procedures of section 1814 of the Revised 
Statutes (2 U.S.C. 2131) and section 311 of the 
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2001 
(2 U.S.C. 2132). 

(4) AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—There are appropriated 

for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2021, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, $5,000,000 to carry out this 
section, including the costs related to the re-
moval, transfer, security, storage, and dis-
play of the statues described in paragraph 
(1)(A), of which— 

(i) $2,000,000 shall be made available to the 
Architect of the Capitol; and 

(ii) $3,000,000 shall be made available to the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

(B) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated 
under subparagraph (A) shall remain avail-
able until expended. 
SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

In addition to the amounts appropriated 
under section 3(b)(4), there are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this Act, and any 
amounts so appropriated shall remain avail-
able until expended. 
SEC. 5. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of today, 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. BUTTERFIELD) and the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) each 
will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the measure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I bring this legislation 
to the floor today on behalf of the 
Committee on House Administration. I 
thank our chair, Congresswoman ZOE 
LOFGREN, for her leadership. I thank 
Ranking Member RODNEY DAVIS for his 
friendship and leadership on our com-
mittee. I thank Mr. DAVIS, and as I said 
to him privately, I thank him for the 
spirit in which he has approached this 
important but delicate issue. 
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